Amendment Under 37 C.F.R. §1.111 
U.S. Serial No. 09/991,922 



Attorney Docket No.: Q66496 



REMARKS 

Claims 1-4 have been examined. With this amendment, Applicant adds claims 5-10. 
Claim 1-10 are all the claims pending in the application. 

I. Formalities 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for acknowledging Applicant's claim for foreign priority 
and for confirming receipt of the certified copy of the priority document. 

Applicant also thanks the Examiner for initialing and returning a copy of the PTO Form 
1449 submitted with the Information Disclosure Statement filed on February 7, 2002. 

II. Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-4 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Fellegara et al (US 5,592,374) ["Fellegara"] in view of Dewaele (US 5,832,055) 
["Dewaele"]. For at least the following reasons, Applicant traverses the rejection. 

Claim 1 recites an image information processing system wherein the "image information 
processing device has a function for, in case of an indication that said radiation image is a 
damaged picture, making a copy of capture items which include at least said patient information 
and capture information relevant to said radiation image." (emphasis added). 

The Examiner contends that col. 8, lines 42-54 of Fellegara discloses this feature, 
however, the Examiner concedes that Fellegara does not disclose the claimed indication that the 
radiation image is a damaged picture. To allegedly cure this deficiency, the Examiner applies 
Dewaele. As best understood, the Examiner contends the claimed capture items correspond to 
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"storage of a predetermine^] number of exam[s], patient database, exam information (such as 
exposure condition, patient position [and] error and transaction logs)." Office Action at page 3. 

Dewaele relates to a method of correcting a radiation image for defects in the recording 
member of Dewaele. The Examiner alleges that the reference is in the same field of medical 
imaging and teaches production of an overlay image which represents defective area to a 
radiologist on a hard copy or a soft copy of the actual radiation image so that local defects in the 
actual radiation image will be visualized. Accordingly, the radiologist is informed of the 
location of the local defects and will not confuse these defects with elements (diseases) that are 
relevant to the diagnosis. Office Action at page 4. 

The Examiner contends that "it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention was made to modify Fellegara invention according to the 
teaching of Dewaele because it provides information to the physician to allow him to perform a 
diagnosis, it is extremely important that all imaging defects in the image are detected for highest 
image quality, which can easily be implemented in medical imaging device such as X-ray or 
MRI device." Office Action at page 4. Applicant respectfully disagrees. 

Fellegara does not disclose or suggest that the alleged "capture items" are copied based 
on indication of a damaged picture. In fact, the alleged "capture items" disclosed by Fellegara 
are just capabilities of the quality control workstation 202 (see col. 8, lines 42-49). At best, 
Fellegara may disclose that some of these items are inputted as part of the Exam Data Collection 
System (see col. 10, line 57 to col. 11, line 62). Fellegara does not disclose or suggest that these 
items be copied based on a certain criteria being satisfied. Accordingly, Fellegara does not 
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disclose or suggest that the claimed capture items are copied based on the claimed indication of a 
damaged picture as set forth in claim 1 . 

Dewaele discloses a method of detecting defects on the phosphor sheet 1 by first 
exposing the phosphor sheet 1 to a uniform flat-field exposure and that calculating correction 
values for each pixel Then, the correction values are used to develop an overlay image which 
shows the defects of the phosphor sheet 1. Finally, the overlay image is superimposed on the 
actual image. See Dewaele col. 5, line 59- col. 6, line 65. 

Applicants submit that Dewaele does not disclose or suggest that any parameters that 
even remotely relate to the alleged "capture items" of Fellegara be copied upon an indication of a 
damaged picture in the development of an overlay image. Accordingly, because the alleged 
"capture items" of Fellegara are unrelated to the overlay image of Dewaele, the combination of 
Dewaele and Fellegara would not produce the claimed copying function. 

Therefore, the Examiner's proffered reason for combining is not supported because 
Fellegara and Dewaele (taken alone or in combination) do not disclose or suggest that the 
claimed copying function of the claimed capture items be performed " in case of an indication 
that said radiation image is a damaged picture " as set forth in claim 1. (emphasis added) 

Because claims 2-4 depend on claim 1, Applicants submit that these claims are patentable 
at least by virtue of their dependency. 

III. New Claims 

With this amendment Applicant adds claims 5-10. Applicants submit that independent 
claim 9 is patentable because Fellegara in view of Dewaele do not disclose or suggest at least the 
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feature "said image information processing device provides capture items, corresponding to the 
generation of said radiation image and including said patient information, for generating a 
second radiation image." 

Applicant submits that claims 5-8 and 10 are patentable at least by virtue of their 
dependency on claim 1, as well as the features set forth therein. 

With further regard to claim 10, Applicant submits that Fellegara in view of Dewaele fail 
to disclose "retaking a second radiation image" as set forth in claim 10. In order to simplify the 
input of the capture conditions for retaking a second radiation image, a copy of capture items 
including the patient information and capture information of the damaged image is made. 
Although Dewaele may disclose detecting a local defect on an image, Dewaele fails to disclose 
retaking of images in case a local defect in a radiation image is detected and Fellegara does not 
cure this deficiency. 

A non-limiting embodiment of the present invention as set forth in claim 10 is intended to 
easily retake a radiation image in case of an indication that there is a damage in the radiation 
image, i.e., the radiation image is a damaged picture. More specifically, the embodiment in 
claim 10 is intended to make the input of capture conditions for retaking a second image easier. 

IV. Conclusion 

In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby solicited. If any points remain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 
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The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 
Fee and the Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any 
overpayments to said Deposit Account. 

Respectfully submitted, 



SUGHRUE MION, PLLC 
Telephone: (202) 293-7060 
Facsimile: (202) 293-7860 

WASHINGTON OFFICE 

23373 

CUSTOMER NUMBER 



Bhaskar Kakarla 
Registration No. 54,627 



Date: May 31, 2005 
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